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Notes and Discussions 457 

THE ARCHON PHILOCRATES 

Philodemus relates that the philosopher Polemo died in the archonship 
of Philocrates. 1 The entry "Polemo filosofus moritur post quern Archesilas 
et Crates clari habentur" is found in Eusebius under ol. 126, 3 or 126, 4; 
in Hieronymus in M under 127, 2; in APF, under 127, 3; in R, under 127,4; 
in the remainder of the manuscripts, under 128, l. 2 If we combine these 
two sources we may date the archon Philocrates in 274/3, 273/2, 271/0, 
270/69, 269/8, or 268/7 B.C. We cannot allow Polemo so much latitude 
in the choice of the year of his death, but it is a difficult matter to decide 
which, if any, of these dates is correct. So little confidence has been put 
in the chronicles of Eusebius-Hieronymus in matters of chronology that 
their statements have not been accepted as evidence unless confirmed by 
other sources. For example, the death of Zeno in all the manuscripts of 
Hieronymus is placed in 264/3, though it is now established that he died in 
262/1 . 3 In the Armenian version of Eusebius the discrepancy is even greater, 
for this item is recorded under 270/69 or 269/8 B.C. Some of the manu- 
scripts agree in placing the death of Polemo and Zeno four years apart, 4 
and if they are correct in the relative position of these events, we may 
establish the year 266/5 as another possibility for the death of Polemo. 
Such a method of reasoning must not be accepted unless it can be proved 
that all the items in this period vary in the same proportion. Unfortunately 
the history of the reign of Antigonus Gonatas still offers many chronological 
problems and very few of the items recorded in Eusebius for that reign can 
be checked. We shall have to find other evidence to help us determine the 
correct date of the death of Polemo. 

The date of Philocrates may also be determined by means of the secre- 
tary-cycle, for inscriptions are preserved which show that the secretary 
in his archonship came from Demetrias or the second tribe in the official 
order. 5 Unfortunately the cycles for the first half of the third century are 
almost as numerous as the manuscripts of Hieronymus and vary quite as 
much, or perhaps we should say, they are equally corrupt — so much so that 

1 Acad. Phil. Ind., col. Q 4 ff., Mekler, p. 58. 

2 Jacoby, Apollodors Chronik, 343. 

3 On the date of Arrheneides in whose archonship Zeno died see Kolbe, Abhand- 
lungen der konigl. Gesellsch. der Wiss. zu. Gbttingen, Band X, No. 4, p. 40 ; Kirchner, 
BPW (1909), 844 ff.; Mayer, Philologus, LXXI, 226 ff.; cf. AJP (1913), 381 ff. 
Ferguson followed by Tarn (Antigonos Gonatas, 306) dates Arrheneides in 262/1 
(Priests of Asklepios, 154). 

4 In Eusebius, NZ; in Hieronymus, all but MAPFR (Jacoby, op. cit.). The 
arrangement of the items in the edition of Eusebius by Schoene led me to make the 
incorrect statement in CP (1914), 262, that the death of Zeno was ascribed to 266/5 
B.C. The statements concerning the evidence for the date of Philocrates should be 
corrected and brought into conformity with that given in the text above. 

s IG. ii. 2 684, 685. 
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scholars have as yet given unqualified approval to no one of them. Fergu- 
son, Beloch, Kolbe, Pomtow, Tarn, and myself have constructed different 
cycles. In dating Philocrates, Ferguson, Kirchner, and Tarn follow one 
group of the manuscripts of Hieronymus, 1 Kolbe and Pomtow another, 2 
choosing always the date which suits their arrangement of the cycle. 
Beloch could not make his theory fit any manuscript tradition and so had 
the courage to disregard it. 3 I have been guilty of doing the same thing, 
though there is some warrant for dating Philocrates in 266/5 B.C. if we 
consider the relative dates of the deaths of Zeno and Polemo as recorded in 
the majority of the manuscripts. 4 A new combination of two Attic inscrip- 
tions (IG. ii. 2 684 and 7526) gives welcome confirmation of this theory. 5 
Unfortunately the two stones are so badly broken that the body of the 
decree is almost completely lost. We learn, however, that ambassadors 
came to Athens from Tenedos in the archonship of Philocrates and they 
were praised by public decree. Now Tenedos, as all the Aegean Islands, 
was under the jurisdiction of Ptolemy in 268 B.C., and Athens was subject 
to Antigonus. 6 An official embassy from Tenedos could not be welcomed 
in Athens without giving mortal offense to Antigonus, and in 268 Athens 
was not prepared to do that. The decree must therefore belong to some 
period when Athens was independent of Macedon and friendly to Ptolemy. 
In other words, we must date the archon Philocrates at some time after the 
outbreak of the Chremonidean War or between 267 and 262 b.c. 7 A closer 
approximation may be obtained from the evidence of IG. ii. 2 685. In this 
decree the taxiarchs received the official thanks of the state. We must 
conclude from this that Athens was at war, and since she could praise her 
captains the campaign for that year could not have been wholly unsuccessful. 
This can only be said of the first year of the Chremonidean War when Athens 
was supported by Egypt and her other allies, and the offensive campaign of 
Antigonus was temporarily paralyzed by the revolt of his Gallic merce- 
naries at Megara. 8 The mutineers were finally cut to pieces by the Mace- 
donian troops, but the campaign for that year was ended. Next year the 
Spartans suffered a crushing defeat at Corinth and their king Areus was 
killed. 9 The Peloponnesian allies gave no further support to Athens, and 
since Egypt had 'already withdrawn her fleet she was left to carry on the 
unequal contest alone. In the remaining years of the war Athens was 

1 Ferguson, "Priests of Asklepios," University of California Publications, I, No. 
5; Kirchner, Ins. Or. II and III, ed. min. Tarn. op. cit., 415 ff. 

2 Klio (1914), 267-69. Apparently Kolbe has abandoned his original position 
where he dated Philocrates in 268/7 b.c. See note 3, p. 457. 

= Gr. Oesch., Ill, 2, 32-61. • Tarn, op. cit., 105, 106, 290. 

* CP (1914), 248 ff. ' CP (1914), 276. 

« Wilhelm, AM, XXXIX, 315. » Justin, xxvi. 2. 

' Trogus, xxvi. The date of Areus' death (Diodorus xx. 29) is determined by 
Eduard Meyer by inclusive reckoning and placed in 266/5 B.C. {Forschungen, II, 510). 
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practically in a state of siege, and had no occasion to honor her commanders 

for their success in the field. Only the priests who performed sacrifices 

for safety now received the praise of the state. 1 

Philocrates must therefore be dated within the period of the Chremoni- 

dean War and preferably in the first year's campaign. The evidence of 

Hieronymus and the inscriptions support the date 266/5 B.C., and if our 

secretary-cycle places Philocrates in that year, it is reasonable to suppose 

that both cycle and date are correct. Any cycle which places Philocrates 

before the alliance of Athens and Ptolemy, or before the beginning of the 

Chremonidean War must now be rejected as impossible. 

Allan Chestee Johnson 
Princeton, N.J. 

» IG. II. 2 670, 674, 676, 689. 



